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THE CHRONOLOGY OF SUMER AND AKKADi 

This monograph of sixty-seven pages contains two important studies 
on early Sumerian and Babylonian chronology. In pages 1-51 the author 
republishes his article "La Chronologie de la Dynastie de Larsa," Bevite 
d'Assyriologie, XV, No. 1, and reproduces the Larsa date prism. Pages 
58-67 are devoted to the prehistoric and historical date lists down to the 
dynasty of Ur. The second part of this monograph is new. The entire 
work was well worth publication as a separate brochure for its contents 
are of fundamental importance; the Paris prism in fact settles the long 
drawn-out discussion concerning the synchronism of the dynasties of Larsa, 
Isin, and Babylon and finally establishes the date of the famous Rim-Sin. 
The new four-sided prism contained originally a complete list of the date 
formulas for each year of the reigns of the kings of Larsa from Gungunu 
to Rim-Sin, or a period of one hundred and fifty years. The second face 
of the prism is destroyed and with it all the year dates of Nur-Immer, 
Sin-idinnam, Sin-iribam, Sin-iki§am, §illi-Immer and Warad-Sin. Thus we 
are still unable to restore with certainty the damaged figures in the Larsa 
Dynastic List pubUshed by Professor Clay, Miscellaneous Inscriptions, No. 
32. On the Yale Tablet the figures for the reigns of Sin-idinnam and Sin- 
ikiSam were declared by Clay to be somewhat uncertain. For the former 
reign Clay preferred seven years. Thureau-Dangin decides for six. To 
the latter king Thureau-Dangin assigns five years and Clay six. Thureau- 
Dangin thus reduces the length of the Larsa dynasty by two years since 
he reads fourteen and not twelve before the name of Hammurabi^ on the 
Yale tablet. In other words Thureau-Dangin's chief thesis is that the 
Larsa dynasty came to an end in the thirtieth year of Hammurabi and 
since he reigned forty-three full years he was recognized at Larsa for 
fourteen years.' Since date formulas always refer to an event of the pre- 
ceding year (as Thureau-Dangin rightly argues) the date of Hammm-abi 
which refers to his conquest of Rim-Sin would naturally be that of his 
thirty-first year. As a matter of fact Hammurabi does mention the over- 
throw of lamutbal and Rim-Sin in the date of his thirty-first year. The 

1 La Chronologie des Dynasties de Sumer et d'Accad. By F. Thureau-Dangin. Paris; 
Editions Ernest Leroux, 1918. 

2 So, not Hammurapl, witli Luckenbill. 

' The figure " 14" Is supported by Clay's No. 33, a list of year dates of the rule of 
Hammurabi and Samsulluna at Larsa, in which Hammurabi is given fourteen years. 
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conquest actually occurred in his thirtieth year, consequently "14" is most 
probably the figure on the Yale tablet. The Larsa dynasty of fourteen 
kings endured, therefore, 263 years.' The prism has sixty years for Rim- 
Sin, the Yale tablet sixty-one. Thureau-Dangin accepts sixty-one without 
hesitation because it is more easy to explain the omission of a figure than its 
addition. It is, however, unlikely that a scribe who carefully wrote out a 
list of year dates could have added them up incorrectly. Rim-Sin prob- 
ably reigned sixty full years, ending with the twenty-ninth of Hammurabi 
or sixty-one years if we include a portion of the year in which he was over- 
thrown. The Yale tablet includes his last incomplete year which was the 
thirtieth of Hammurabi. Consequently sixty is correct and the dynasty 
lasted 262 full years. 

The author has made use of all the published dates of the Larsa kings 
and also adds a large number from tablets in the Louvre. He, however, 
overlooked the important Larsa tablets published by Dr. Meek in this 
Journal (XXXIII, 218-44). Before I proceed to discuss Thiu-eau-Dangin's 
historical results I add the following comments to his Ust of date formulas. 
For the thirtieth year of Rim-Sin a date on an unpublished Nippur tablet 
forms a variant; 

mu Dvrnu-un-ki vd-ds^ mu-un-KU^a^ 
"Year in which he captured Dunun (sic!) in one day." 
For the full date see page 9 and other variants page 37. The twenty- 
third year of Sumuilum occurs also on Meek, No. 12. A curious variant 
is Meek, No. 20: 

mu en ^E-tiP en ^Nannar ba-§un-gd,.* 
"Year when the high priest of E-ul and high priest of Nannar was elevated 

to office." 
The first regnal year of Sin-iki§am is given on Meek, No. 2. Thureau 
Dangin reads the name of the eighth king Nur-Adad, and hence excludes 
the identification with a certain king of the period Immerum. The reviewer 
inclines, however, to agree with Clay at this point and adopts the reading 
Nur-^Immer and accepts the identification of Immerum with Nur-Immer. 
Two dates of Immerum are known. 

mu balag li-li-6s min-Orbi '^UtuM-a mu-noran-dUm 
"Year when he made two tambourines for Shamash." ^ 

iThat is if sixty-one years be assigned to Rim-Sin; 262 if the sixty years of the 
prism be correct. 

2 I.e., dib-ba — ^abaiu. Yale Syllabary, p. 132. 

i For En-ul ? 

* KU-MAL=iun-gA = naHi, "to raise to an office"; see p. 17. My note in this 
Journal (XXXIV, 125) was erroneous and based upon a false interpretation of the 
tablet there published. Read mu Ur.nigingar sii Lii-ma-gan mu-zig, '*On behalf of 
Umigingar Lmnagan took away." 

' CT, IV, 50 A. 
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mu id A-su-fpi Im-me-ru-um ijyru-u 

"Year when Immerum dug the A§uhu canal."' 

The Yale collection possesses several tablets "dated in the reign of Nur- 
Immer^ and these may possibly decide the problem of the identification 
of these two rulers. 

For the eleven missing dates of Warad-Sin, Thureau-Dangin has sup- 
plied seven from Louvre tablets and one from a Nippur tablet. Of these 
date 6) occurs also on Meek, Nos. 19 and 2L Date d) occurs also on Meek, 
No. 18. This variant is important and reads: 

mu gd,-^un-mag e '^Nannar ba-du 

"Year when he built the far famed ritual chamber for the temple of 
Nannar." 

To these nine dates one more is added by Meek, No. 18, which contains 
a date in the body of the text; 

mu es egaUim{im). 

Thus ten of the eleven missing dates are known but their order is undeter- 
mined. A date from the reign of Sin-ikiiam I would supply from Meek, 

No. 39: 

mu lugal Nibrv^{ki) ba-an-dib. 

Sin-ikisam appears to have been the first king of Larsa who was recognized 
at Nippur.' 

At the beginning of the reign of Rim-Sin the prism is broken away and 
Thureau-Dangin, assuming sixty-one years for this reign, supposes six 
dates to be missing. He has, therefore, raised all the fifty-five dates of 
Rim-Sin on faces III, IV of the prism by (me in order to obtain the figure 
"61" of the Yale tablet. That is certainly a precarious and unnecessary 
induction; as we have seen. We are bound to assume only five missing dates 
of which he has supplied the first and fifth and two of the three formulas 
of uncertain position. For the first regnal year of Rim-Sin, see also Meek, 
No. 14. 

For the nineteenth year of Rim-Sin (Thureau-Dangin, twentieth year) 
Meek, No. 8, has an interesting variant: 

mu id [Idigna] borba-al «" hi-nir-gal guskin e '^UtursH i-ni-in-tur-ri 
"Year when he excavated the river Tigris and caused to be introduced 
into the temple of Shamash a great emblem of gold." 

Since so many of the dates of this dynasty are lost on face II of the prism 
we naturally find a large number of dates on contracts which probably 
fall in the void of these lost reigns. Consequently the author has a residue 

'Bu. 88.5.12.346 =Meissner, Altbab. Privatrecht, No. 10. 

2 See Clay, op. cil., p. 32. 

' So Thureau-Dangin. p. 51, probably on the bstsis of unpublished material. 
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of unfixed dates, pages 38-40. To these eight uncertain formulas add 
probably six new Larsa dates in Meek as follows: 

i) mu bara-gal Uri-{ki)-stl ba-du 

"Year when he built a great throne room for (the temple of) Ur" (Nos. 
3 and 30). 

j) mu ugnim, Ma-al-ka-a-(ki) <"* tukvl ba-an-slg 

"Year when he waged war against the army of Malgu" (Nos. 22 and 38). 

k) mu bad-gal Arar-{ki)^ma [mu^U] u [alan] kubabbar e ^Vtu [i-«i-m]- 
tur-ri 

"Year when he built the great wall of Larsa and introduced into the 
temple of Shamash a golden statue" (No. 25). 

I) mu sunir kala-ga^ kisal ^Nannar. 

"Year when (he introduced) into the court of Nannar a mighty emblem" 
(No. 32). 

m) mu »" su-nir-ra kalaga i "^Eris-ki-gal i-ni-in-tur-ri. 

"Year when he introduced a mighty emblem into the temple of 
Eriskigal" (No. 34). 

n) mu eiigu-ga e ''Nannar (No. 33). 

The Paris prism is dated by the thirty-ninth year of Hammurabi which 
proves conclusively that the dynasty of Larsa and its last king Rim-Sin 
passed away in the thirtieth year of Hammiu-abi. No other conclusion 
seems possible in view of the masterly arrangement of facts by the author. 
He concludes then that Rim-Sin's Isin era began thirty-one years before 
the twenty-ninth year of Hammurabi, that is the nineteenth year of Sin- 
muballit. The author places the actual capture of Isin by Rim-Sin in the 
eighteenth year of Sin-muballit- 

Now follows the author's most brilliant contribution to the elucidation 
of the chronology of the period. Five years before this king of Larsa cap- 
tured Isin "the royal city" he had already seized "the city of DamikiliSu," 
last of the kings of Isin; see the date formula of the twenty-fifth (Thureau- 
Dangin, twenty-sixth) year. Thureau-Dangin ai^ues that this date marks 
the end of the Isin dynasty and that, in the period Rim-Sin 25-29 (26-30) 
disorder fell upon Isin until it was seized by Sin-mubaUit in his sijcteenth 
year and its seizure is commemorated by the date formula of his seventeenth 
year. The year of Rim-Sin's capture of the city of Damikili§u corresponds 
to the thirteenth year of Sin-muballit, when that ruler of Babylon made 
war on the army of Ur, an event mentioned in the date of his fourteenth 
year. A variant of this date has Larsa for Ur according to Thureau-Dangin 

' For the reading kalaga =dannu see beside Thureau-Dangln's note, p. 40. also Zim- 
mem, Altsumerische Kultlieder, 89, 8, kal~la-ka. 
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and King.i The author concludes that Sin-mubaUit went to the aid of 
Isin against Rim-Sin, King of Larsa and Ur. At any rate the author makes 
the equation: 

The last full year of Isin = twenty-third (twenty-fourth) year of Rim-Sin, 
2132 B.C. 

He thus arrives at 2132+226^=2358 as the year of the founding of the 
dynasty of Isin by Ilbi-Girra. According to the figures of the Yale tablet 
as reconstructed by Thureau-Dangin the dynasty of Larsa lasted 263 years. 
Its last year coincides with Hammurabi 29 or 2095. Hence 2095+263 = 
2358, and the dynasty of Larsa began in the same year as that of Isin. 
We have seen that to obtain this result Thureau-Dangin was compelled to 
change 225 of the Isin era to 226. But this is unnecessary if 262 years 
be taken for the Larsa era according to the Paris prism; 2132+225 = 2357, 
beginning of Isin era; 2095+262 = 2357 beginning of Larsa era. 

In his list of the kings of Isin the author leaves the name of the four- 
teenth king undeciphered. On the Nippur djTiastic tablet published by 

Hilprecht and Poebel I was able to read Ur After Ur I saw a 

slanting wedge, which I take to be the beginning of Azag. An unpublished 
Nippur tablet (13954) has the name ^Ur-azag, already cited in my Sumerian 
Liturgical Texts (p. 140). See also the date of the tablet Chiera, PBS, 
VIII, No. 10, ''Ur {1)-azag-ga lugaU. 

Also on page 50 the author accepting the copy of Poebel, BE, VI, No. 
45, concludes that SamsuUuna in his fourteenth year conquered an usurper 
who had incited the Accadians to rebel. When I reviewed Poebel's volume 
in ZA, XXIV, 390, I quoted a collation by Radau who saw (as I had sug- 
gested) SeS-KI-GE, i.e., Ur and not the ideogram for Accad. Possibly a 
collation of the tablet would decide between the two readings. 

Finally the author deals with the problem of a later Rim-Sin contem- 
porary with Samsuiluna. He decides in favor of a second personage, a 
kind of pseudo-Rim-Sin who had himself inaugurated king of Larsa after 
the famous Rim-Sin had disappeared. For additional evidence on a Rim- 
Sin in the reign of Samsuiluna, see also PSBA, 1918 (p. 131). 

Two major theses run through this learned and interesting work of 
Thureau-Dangin. 

1. The dynasty of Larsa ended in the thirtieth year of Hammurabi. 

2. The dynasty of Isin ended in the thirteenth year of Sin-muballit. 
Of these two theses the former is proved and the second seems probable. 
It follows from thesis 1 that the Rim-Sin era of the capture of Isin began 
with the nineteenth year of Sin-muballit and that he captured the city in 

1 This supposed variant is Bu. 91-5-9, 2181, mentioned by King, Letters and Inscrip- 
tions of Hammurabi, III, 229, n. 41, now CT. II. 47. It is extremely doubtful whether 
this date mu ugnim Arar-(,k{) has any connection with date 14 of Sin-mubalUt. 

2 Thureau-Dangin adds one year to the 225 of the Isin era to include the six months 
of the tenth king. 
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the eighteenth year of that king. HQprecht, who placed the end of the 
Isin dynasty in the seventeenth year of Sin-mubaUit and assigned Rim- 
Sin's capture of that city to the same year, was nearer to the truth than 
any of us. 

The second part of the author's monograph is a short epitome of the 
date Usts published by Scheil, Hilprecht, and Poebel. The dynastic tablet 
pubUshed by Scheil in the Comptes Rendus of the Academie des Inscriptions 
et BeUes-Lettres, 1911 (pp. 606 ff.) is reproduced in form of a new copy." 
Thureau-Dangin finds only a few corrections to Scheil's copy. Ur-w for 
Urscy, third king of the AkSak (Opis) dynasty. I-miir>^Samas is the name 
of the seventh king at Ki§. For Na-zi-jfl-a}} he reads Na-zi-ja zadim. In 
a note on the dynasty of Agade he defends the order "Sargon, Man- 
istusu, .... Urumus, Naram-Sin, SarkaUiarri," etc. He dates the era 
of Gutium 2622-2498 and the beginning of the Ur dynasty at 2474, the 
earhest approximately certain date in the history of Sumer and Accad. 
He dates Naram-Sin 2755-2712, or one thousand years later than the date 
assigned to him by Nabonidus. . In addition to the valuable historical infor- 
mation contained in this monograph the author's profound philological 
conunentary is a contribution to Assyriology. 

S. Langdon 
Oxford, England 



A NEW GUIDE TO JUDGES 

Dr. Burney has made a genuine contribution to the literature oh 
Judges.^ The author needs make no apology for his product. In its 
approach to the interpretation of Judges it is the most genuinely histori- 
cal commentary upon the market. Perhaps its most valuable single item 
is the long section of the Introduction devoted to the external information 
bearing upon the period of the Judges. This is no reflection upon the 
merits of other commentaries, for the materials rendering a commentary 
like this possible have become available in full only within very recent 
years. The Book of Judges is a collection of documents of the greatest 
value for the understanding of the course of Hebrew history during the 
period of the "conquest" and settlement of Canaan. No book of the 
Old Testament better repays the student of history for the labor expended 
upon it. Bumey's commentary not only explains the details of the text 
in so far as they are now explicable, but it also points out the historical 
problems to which the text gives rise and offers many helpful suggestions 
toward their solution. 

> This tablet is now in the British Museum; see King, Legends of Babylon and 
Egypt in Relation to Hebrew Tradition, p. 27. 

2 The Book of Judges with Introduction and Notes. By C. F. Burney, London: 
Rivingtons, 1918. Pp. cxxviii +528. 21s. 



